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farther than Pope's in relegating to the foot of the page
passages supposed unworthy. Hanmer performed no
collating worth mentioning, but made some acute con-
jectures.

The student is apt to be prejudiced against the work
of "William Warburton on account of the extravagance
of his claims and his ungenerous treatment of pre-
decessors to whom he was greatly indebted. "The
Genuine Text," he announced, "(collated with all
former editions and then corrected and emended)
is here settled: Being restored from the Blunders of
the first editors and the Interpolations of the two
Last"; yet he based his text on Theobald's and joined
Pope's name with his own on the title-page. What-
ever value belongs to Warburton's edition (1747) lies
in a number of probable conjectural emendations,
some of which he had previously allowed Theobald to
use, and in the amusing bombast and arrogance of many
of his notes. The feeble support that lay behind the
pretensions of this editor was exposed by a number
of critics such as John Upton, Zachary Grey, Benjamin
Heath, and Thomas Edwards, who did not issue new
editions, but contributed a considerable number of
corrections and interpretations.

The value of Dr, Johnson's edition (1765) does not lie
IB his emendations, which are usually, though not
always, poor, or in his collation of older editions, for
which he was too indolent, but in the sturdy common-
sense of his interpretations and the consummate skill